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Modern Intelligence:
 Myth and Reahty

‘By William E. Colby

WASHINGTON—The Aztecs thought
the Sun God had to be strengthened
each day by the sacrifice of a young
man or woman. Without the sacrifice
the sun could not rise.

. The myth of the Sun God’s need

“drove the nation through the daily,

. travail of the sacrifice.
- The realzty of astronomy to explam
the sunrise was unknown.

‘Today we have myths about our
intelligence. They are expressed in

sensational catchwords: “dirty tricks,” - -

“invisible government,” ‘terminate
‘with extreme prejudice,” “lie to any-
one but the President,” “infiltration of
the White House,” *“destabilization,”
“secret war,” “massive illegal.”

. They come from old, outmoded ideas
-about intelligence: espionage, intrigue,
derring-do.

These ‘myths achieve lives of their

own. Formal denials, evidence to the

contrary, and independent, serious,

follow-up assessments of the true pro-

portions of a catch phrase never over-

take the original allegation. The myth
becomes accepted as reality.

‘£ In normal times, these myths are’

but part of the life of an intelligence
-professional, like the anonymity and
the lonely challenges, intellectual as
well as physical, of a demanding craft.
Today, however, these individual
myths are gaining momentum and
mass. They tend to portray intelligence
as unconstitutional, improper, un-
wanted by our citizens. They threaten
‘American intelligence’s ability to con-
tribute to the political, economic and
military safety and welfare of our
nation. These myths threaten intelli-
.gence’s ability to help our country to
negotiate with--not confront—oppo-
nents in an unsettled world, .
If we believe ‘these myths, we can
. make our own mistaken Aztec sacri-
. -fice—American intelligence—in the be-
" lief that only thus can the democratic
'sun of our free society rise.

We must not sacrifice a virile, a

necessary, contributor to the safety of
our nation, the welfare of our citizens,
and peacekeeping in the world of the
future to a handfu] of myths. The

" complex world of today. - LN

To these must still be added that
information that we can only get from
the resourceful, dedicated clandestine
operator. He is the only one who can
overcome the barriers of. the closed
and hostile societies that share our
planet. He can tell us of secret plans
for tomorrow or the research ideas of
today. He tells us of the human inter-
action-—something no technology can
show—among groups and leaders of

-~closed societies.

Experts of mdependence, talent and’

intellectual integrity study this wealth
of reporting. They write objective as-
sessments of world affairs free from
domestic political bias or Government
departments’ budget desires,
Intelligence collection and analysis
cover not only military threats but
political problems and economic dan-
gers as well. Intelligence forecasts of.
future trends abroad permit us .to.

-make national decisions, about future

foreign threats in time to react.

Intelligence -permits us to negotiate
internationa! differences before they
become disputes. ‘And today the excel-
lence of our. information now con-.
tributes to a new role for intelligence:
peacemaking and peacekeeping.

With sure information about the
plans, capabilities and dispositions of
the political and military forces on

both sides of foreign crises, we can,

clarify their misunderstandings of each
other that might lead them to go to

‘war: we can reassure both sides of
getting from us early warning of-

hostile moves by the other.side,
- Perhaps the strongest myths relate

. to the Central Intelligence Agency’s.
mission of covert political and para-
.military action. Today’s reality is that’

little of this nature is done. What is
done is fully controlled by the policy
levéls of our Government -and- is’ re-
ported to committees of the Congress.

This, then, is the reality of modern

intelligence, We understand why the.

myths arose, as we understand why
the Aztec myth was born, but serious
and scientific investigations by the
Congressional committees examining
inteiligence will clarify the need of

our free .society for intelligence and.

show the excelience of the intelligence
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Union federation
‘wins damages
from Penguin

- Penguin  Books  yesterday
apologized publicly in the High
v(.ourt to the general secretary
iof an international labour
federation for the suggestion
in one of its books that his
i organization was under the
control of the Central Inrelli-
gence Agency.

The company also agreed to

pay unspecified damages to Mr
Tom Sansby Bavin, general
’secrerarv of the International
' Pederation of Plantation, Agri-
' cultural and Allied Workers in
Geneva, who brought a libel
action over the book Inside
the Company: CIA Duzry by
Philip Agee.

Mr Marshall Andrews, for-
Penguin, told Mr Justice Eve-
leigh that the libel would be.
withdrawn from all future edi--.
tions of the book.

structure that serves it. They should
also show the true proportions of the:
missteps of the past, and the national
atmosphere in which they occurred. :

-With this new perception of reality.
should also come, clear direction and
effective supervision. This will insure
that the new reality remains® fully’
compatible with our free society. For.
this, too,.is a reality of American

‘inteliigence, that it must conform to

the will of -the American public as
well as our constitutional procedures.
This need not include some  new

.myth that “the public has a right to

know” everything. The ‘citizen does
have a right to expect that this' new
reality of intelligence will protect his:
country’s essential secrets. oo

* We.protect other American secrets:
proceedmgs of grand juries, diplomacy,.

‘trade,. income tax and, census data,

although intelligence secrets are being
exposed in unprecedented and danger-

‘ous, volume, " -

Secrecy is not new in America. In-
telligence professionals accept, indeed
seek, a better discipline to enforce ad-
herence to the fundamental obligation"
of intelligence, .that it protect its:
sources. :

With public understandmg of the

realities of American intelligence, we,

can avoid a useless Aztec sacrifice.’

Nor need .we believe that ultimate’

myth: that America does not have the

‘responsibility ‘and restraint necessary’

to have the best mtelllgence service:
in the world. ’ .

William E. Colby is the Dzrector of
Centml lntelllgence._

reality of intelligence today is as dif-
ferent from the myths about it as the
reaiity of astronomy from the Aztec
.myth of the sunrise.

Let's note some of the realmes.

" Our careful centralization of foreign .
information from open, public sources

provides us with a compendium and.
continuity of facts.

America’s technical genlus has revo-
lutionized intelligence. It has given us
new views of distant objects, new
abilities to analyze and absorb ‘masses

PUBLISHER'S WEEKLY
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Norton nosed out the competition in
amauction for Sam Adams’s “Fourteen
Three™ by slightly topping the next high-
st offer of $50,000 and bettering the cus-
{tomary royalty rate and reprint split.
Adams, a descendant of John Adams and
John Quincy Adams. entered the CIA at
a time when it seemed respectable. His
book, still to be written, grows out of a
of data and detail, new <RI EY For Release 2001IO8/08”'“@51%PM’W‘O%@ERQOUWOBMOM -3
to keep up with the fast'moving and hat the service has become. Scott Mere-
dith was the auctioneer. _
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iency: Low
Momentum: Low
Morgle: Low

“The CIA is braken,” says a leading
Administration official. That statement
is undoubtedly an exaggeration, but
throughout the top sckelons of the U.S
Government tasre isa growing sense of
aiarm that the coagressional investiga-
tions of the CLA, combined with repeat-
ed Frass charges and disclosurss about
't> activities, have seriously damaged

L2 agsncy’s effsctiveness. Morale has
dropped amcerg seaior staffers, who bit-
x.~;h claim they are the victims of a post-
Wazargate witch bunt. Old allies abroad’

arewary about cdoper:mng with the CIa,
fzaring that their secrets will leak, or
sources be compromised. U.S. intelli-
genle operatons against the Soviet
Union have been harmed. Says one
White House aida- “We're all paying a
price.”
Since its fo*matxon in 1947 the Cla

had two basicassignments: l) to pro-
the Executve branch of the Gov-
2at with reliable information about

is hz.::pemng abroad, and 2) to in-
¢ avents overszas without pubhclv

ah n'y

2addi

o
CL
] CJ w "‘

ul.

=

S some alt=rname ‘betweean dip-
& protest and smduzg in the Ma-
fL.h_ in the words of Cia Directer Wil-
liam Coloy.
The ClA
tains that the azency is operating 2t 90%%

-47‘0 u-,}, (b .4,3.:

q )

of its old effectiveness even afier a year

of investigation and publicity. Few agree
with ihat figure. Says one senior expert
on the US. iateliigence efforts: “Their
aealysis is not ouvtstanding, and their
covert operations are marginal. I'd say
that their B-plus grade has slipped to
B-minus”
All Goosy. The President’s daily
inteliigence summary, for example, used
10 come almost entirely’ from the CIA.
Now the report draws much more heav-
"ily oa material from the State Depart-
m2at’s Bursau of Iatellizence and Re-
search, and offers fewer insights. Says
2ne White House aide about the CIA:
“Thsy're all goosy over there, and it
shows, The sease of intellectual mo-

.‘.n'um frem the agency is just not

~\ sm'umr wariness has afflicted the
ncy’s covert aad paramilitary oper-
s, The Cla used to propose about

w) : of these missions (the rest coming

iy ifrom the State Department or

ational Security Council). At least

¢ during thez past two years, Gov-

zpt sources claim, the CIA has

a key {>ut unpubiicized) role in

s .3 poteazzal outbreaks of war in

Idie East and the castern Med-

To: -can Now the agesacy’s r;com-
nendations have dried up. Intslligenc

scurces variously describe the Du'ector-

ate of Operations as “dead in the water”

and “paralyzed.” While CIA leaders call

such characterizations overblown, other

Government officials note that the agen-

cy has.shown no sign of taking action,

which might have been expected in the

past, to restrain Portugal's lurch toward

i
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:n.ut:xmv ‘involving the U.S.—giving.

lsadership stoutly main-

“alef-wing dictatorship.

One ma;or factor inhibiting the CIA

xs the as.ngnment of responsibility for.
-“black” operauona According to lor:‘,-

established practice, 2 CIA operation
has to te planned in consultation with
the Assistant Secretary of State who
deals with the part of the world whers
the plan would .go into efect. Under-
standably, the assistant secrstaries ace
now wary of supporting'such op«rations;
they are afraid that some day they
may have to testify about them before
-a congressional committee. As one h.gh-
level source puts it: “There is inevi-
tably a gocd deal of bureaucratic ass-
covering going on.”

More important, however, is a new
set of ground rules that assigns respon-
sibility to the White House. In the past,
the formal responsibiiity was assumed
by a small group of top intelligence,
defense and foreign affairs offcials
krown as the “40 Committae” and head-
ed by Henry Kissinger. Presidents have
almost always given their direct au-
thorization for covert operations abroad
(although their, roles in the agency’s
various alleged schemes for assassina-
tions.are still far frem clear), but they
could always avoid persom.l blame if a
secret operation was “blown” by dis-
clesure. This insulating cf the President
is of course one of the factors that is
now frustrating the Church committee’s
efforts to find: out exactiv who autho-
rized what. The main purpose was
to avoid- international confrontations.
When the U.S. efforts to raise a Soviet

. submarine from the Pacific were re-

vealed by the press last March (TiMg,
March 31), for example, President G.r—
ald Ford made no comment upon the

affair and thus made it unnecessary
for the Soviet' Union to act indignant.

This delicate system, to preserve
the President’s “deniability,” was up-
set by Congress last December when it
approved a measure ordering the Pres-
ideat himself to- certify that any pro-
posed operation “is important to the
national security of the U.S.,” and to
report on the mission- “to the appro-
priate committee of Congress.” With

‘the responsibility now clearly his and

his alone, any President is going to
think twice before approving a risky

covert operation, however necessary he

may deem it to be. .

Holding Back. This increasingly
public aspect of traditionally secret op-~
erations has changed U.S. relations with
both friends and adversaries. There is
evidence of increasing reluctance on
the part of allies to share secrets with
the CIA. Says Ray Cline, the agency’s
former deputy ‘director for intelligence
and now a director of Georgetown Uni-
versity’s Center for Strategic and In-
ternational Studies: “In the old days,
-people in allied cutfits competed with
each other to have a close relationship
with the CIA because it cast eredit on

 them with theair tosses. But now a close

relationship can be more of a liability.
Our friends are definitely worried and
scared. If they have something sen-
sitive, they’re concerned that it might
come oul when they share it with us.
As a result, they’re holding back, and
frankly, I don’t blame them.”

For the Soviets, of course, the trend

2

toward exposing the CIA is priceless.
According to Dr. Albert Hall, Assistant
Secretary of Defense for Intelligence,
it has become easier for the Kremlin
to take countermeasures “to dzny us
informdtion we need and have come
to count'on.” Dr. Hall refuses to name
a specific example, but other top-level
sources cite one. On May 25, the New
York 7imnes revealed that US. sub-
marines, specially equipped with etec-
tronic spying gear and operating under
the code name Holystone, had been’
monitoring Sovist missile activities for
15 years, sometimes within Russian ter-
ritorial waters. As a result of that story,
US. officials say, the Kremlin stopped
Holystwone by planting some underwater
_ mines and erectling jamming and shield-
ing devices around the targets. The
Times report iafuriated U S. intslligence
officials——"mischievous” was about the
kindest description of it.- One baffled
Soviet digiomat shook his head over a
Bloody Mary in Washington and com-.
mented that the relaﬁon:.‘ﬁp between
the American press and the American
Government was “anarchy.”” Jokes
Cline: “The only unrestricted intelli-
gence organization in this country is
the American press.”

Leooking ahead, US. mt°thcence of-.
ficials are worried thar tl‘e‘curta._lmo
of the CIA will jeopardize-the Gov-
ernment’s. ability to monitor Soviet
compliance—or noncompliance—with
arms-control agreements. (Observation
satellites, although extremely helpful,
do not revezl all.) Says Dr. Fred Ikle,
director of the Arms Control aad Dis-
armameat Agency: “More and more,
imaginative and occasionally daring
operations- are nscessary—unless, of
course, the Sovist Unicn becom&s a
more open society.”

Sharp Sphr \Vlth.ln the organiza-
tion itself, the charges that the CIA has
illegally conducted surveillance of
Americans at home.and been involved -
in assassination and undercover plots
a"'*cau have creatsd a sharp splitamong

gncy persennel Attending staff meet-
mgs, Dirseror Colby has found himself
-subjec:-zd to anguished questions by two
groups of subordinates. Somé CIA men
and »uo'men——moslly young intelligence
analysis—are as outregsd as the edi-
torial writers and congrassional critics
about the agency’s traanszressions. In
contrast, the people in operations
—mostly vetsraps of the early days of
the cold war—feel that the -agency is
being unfairly attacked for carrying out
orders emanating from the White
House: Asks one oldiimer: “Do you
mean to tell us you're going to send us -
tojail for doing our patriotic.duty?”

The dxﬁ'erencas between the two
groups were sharply revealed when
staffers gathered in a CIA auditorium
lest spring to watch a videdtape of an
interview in Canada with former Agent
Philip Agee, who quit the agency to
write an exposé of the CIA (see BOOKS).
After the screening, a lively debate
broks out between those who felt that
some of Agee’s chargss were well found-
ed and those who denounced him as a
contempziible traitor.

As the furor continues, the White
House is trying to decids how to re-
farm the CiA without ruining it. Es-
sentially, the President and: his close

77-00432R000100370004-3
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advjsers believe that the agency should
be mainizined in its present general
form and have the capability to mount
covert operations, The Administration
is not likely to accept the advice of for-
‘mer Defense Secretary Clark Clifford

“and others whoargue that the CIA should

be split into two separate units: one
for intelligence gathering and one for
covert operations. White FHouse officials
believe that this could be inefhicient,
since the two functions often mvolve
the same agents. In addition, there is
the fear that putting operations under
a separate and smaller agency might
bring them too close to Pentagon
influence. .

Public Budget, The goals of the -
White House are to restore public con-
fidence in the functions of the intel-
ligence agency and establish an effec-
tive congressional watchdog organiza-
tion. President Ford, say his top aides,
now favors the creation of a special

. joint committee, drawing members from

both the House and Senate, that would
have the power—still not spelled out

‘—to oversee the operations of the CIA.

{

i

Such a step was recommended by both
the Rockefeller Commission, which
looked into the domestic transgressions
-of the cIA, and a blue-ribbon com-
mission on for°xgn policy that was cre-
‘ated by President Richard Nixon and
 headed by Robert D. Murphy, a for-
‘mer Under Secretary of State.

Also under consideration by the
White House is a Rockefeller suggestion
‘that at least part of the CIA budget
should be made public; it is now en-
tirely hidden . in the noo\:. and cran-

CHICAGO TRIBUNE
30 JULY 1¢75

EERTE

‘ff Franh Stcm

is consi erable,

talk here these days about.changing. the
law governing. intelligence operations. :

‘Even .if the- Rockefeller Ccmm‘ssmn'

the - Church
.committes, and others produce little ac- .
.tual result, they’ve declared open season -

ihe Murphj Commission, -

“on the 1%47. law—reason enough perhaps
to ccnsxdgr some- alternatlves

cuss such a change—from opposite view:
pomts—are least Axkely to engage'in ac
ual rewntmg of the'law’ ‘the exthe nay
have some influence .on'}

%.One.is’ C'ark Clifiord, who as.

Truman®to ’s t i dy ‘unification - of the

‘armed;services and ‘establishment of a

'centra[ .repositery of Intelligence infor

“mation.".That was’the beginning of an ’
“intimate ‘.Lquamtnnce with -intelligence .-
.that.inciuded later pasls as chairman of .

-the President's F' oreign’Intelligence Ad
vIsory Board and secretary-of defense

= The other. is- Lt.' Gen..Vernon Walters,.
‘now deputy director, of the Central Infel- :
Zency, wnn was beﬂmnmg his”
2 i .. the 'inteliigence community, He would.be "

hgenc

-rvle\ ] overlnp only at thc
;far.edg 'alte“s -briefly concedes’thal
"!he :probes: may~o&bencf1cml {but-thern

emphasizes that the
ously threatened sltﬁd‘bﬁ an may be

. - paired. ..Clifford, .

-young ‘
“lawyer Was asked-. int1945 by - President "

i FoPRe

nies of other agencies’ appropriations.
Furthermore, the President is muliing
over a recommendation made by both
the Rockefeller and Murphy commis-
sions that, as a general rule, the di-
rector of the ClA should be chosen from
outside the agency—a point that is
agreed upon in principle by none oth-
er than Director Colby, 55, the ar-
chetypal insider at the agency.

Colby’s expericnce has been almost
entirely in the covert field from the
time he parachuted into France in 1943
to lead an underground operation until
he served as hcad of the CIA’s plans, a
job he left to become director in June
1973, just a year before the roof fell in.
Since the beginning of 1975, Colby has
had to spend most of his working hours
coping with the criticisms of the or-
ganization. He has testified 36 times
this year before a variety of congressio-
nal committees,* maintaining his poise
admirably and replying frankly to hos-
tile questions. Indeed, Calby is being
criticized privately at the highest levels
of the Government for being needlessly
apologetic. One senior official charac-
terizes him as “the kied of guy who,
when he is given a parking ticket, ad-
mits to seven felonies.”

Sooner or later, quite possibly by the
end of this year, Colby seems certain to
be asked to leave—a fate that he ac-
cepts philosophically. Says one White
House aide: “He inherited all the skel-
-etons in the closet and issued all the cor- |
rective memoranda, burt that’s not going !
to make him any less expendable. He '
shoyld be allowed to see the investiga- !
tion through, then retire with honor.”

Tough Questions. The search for!

1rretrlevab1y damaved if " its ability:to

.-gather -intelligence 'is- permanently -im-
ton::the . other™ hand, -
briefly concedes that. we ‘should ‘have a :

CIA but insists that the old days"of spy-
ing are* vone. replaced by techno]ogxcal‘
means. ;

.- So \vhat about a new law
forfthe” doriduct” o
-operatmns" .The key- c}aLse ,most con-
.tested is the catch-all’ one. Vhich sa ys
the CIA. shall perform such ‘other func-
tions as, ‘shall be “assigned to- it by the:
-National Security Council.; That- was in-.

' d gutde!mes

ciuded 30 years: ago, says Clifford, be—';
‘jcan operate -under. “any gumelmes the

| g "Congress can write and adds' that it has
cies; it now should be dropped Walters °
believes it's still impossible.to foresee, -

ause v.x’.hont expenence m “the fl 1d it

- and thereby foreclose action to meet, all.
. contingencies; the clause should stay. :,

“The new law Clifford envisages shout e

provxde for a full-time White House off

cial—not ‘the CIA.director -as proposed

by the Murphy group or.the national
_security - adviser as’ now ' provided—to
act as liaison between the President and

a hLifer betwccn President and CIA;

Iegégzwmsloaerwmww 0043

rd and Walters agree must . be

Colby's successor as director is already
qu;clly under way. One prime posmbu.g)
is Elliot Richardson, now the U.S. Am.-
. bassador to Great Britain, formerly
" Under Secretary of State, Secretary of
Defense and Attorney General. Rich-
ardson earned a national reputation for
probity-when he quit as Attorney Gen-
cral during Richard Nixon’s Saturday:-
- Night Massacre rather than accede (o
demandsto take the pressure off the Wa-
tergate investigation. Other names being
mentxoned former Treasury Secretan
George Shultz, former Assistant Attor-
ney Geneml William Ruckelshaus and
+ former Deputy Defense Secretary Cy-
rus Vance. Whoever is chosen is likely
to face tough questioning during his con-
firmation hearings. “There will be ons
hell of 2 fight and an attempt to tie him
down,” predicts a senior policymaker.
But finding the right man for the
top job will be only part of the answer
to the fundamental questiocn of what
kind of a clandestine operation the U S,
is prepared to conduct: How dirty should
the dirty tricks be? The Hill and the
White House will have to come to a.ba-
sic accord on the matter, then work out
a reasonable way for Congress to mon-

" itor the work of the agency. Until this

happens, the CIA will continus to be o
badly shaken organization working be-
low its potential to serve the nation.

*Theagency isalso defending 1b¢‘fa°nmst 13 law-
suits atmed at prying out iaformation. In addi-
tion, because of the new Fresdom of Taformation
. Act, it has had 10 answer n—nrly 4.500 requests
from individuals and organizations demarnding
copies of any information about themselves in Cia
n!a(m 90¢ col'm:: cases, there Bnonc)

ntelligence .-

_m Clifford’s v1ew_,bé re:
»moved from CIA to.a separate agency
;reporting to the hite House and over-
_seen by a joint congressional committee.’
¢ That commiitee, . Clifford behe»es,
“must be small and well chosen to pre-
ivent leaks, but it should control the en:

';:tu‘e CIA deget ‘and give "advance ap-

to foreign ccvert operations. It is

pr oval
‘Clifford *beliéves,” wha

:the President, -

- ineeds oversight. He can't be expected to

appoint his own overseers ‘in the advi-
sory board and the CIA director:. =~ ¢

1 Walters, with a trace of “stoicism In

1 his otherwise .olly manner, says the CIA

inever in the past had trouble with leaks
='rom the oversight committee. This, of
coeurse, begs the question. The conumt-

. lee, in the past, took the view-that i
didn't want to know all lho>e lnnqs that

fwere gom on. -
; There is omy one huge caveal in Wal~
iters’ acceptance- of guidelines." If you
'wrxle them," he says, you.must also
write in a mecharusm for adapting them
to chan"u’g pu‘)‘ ¢ att tude., aLcut intel-
ligence. . AR
Operauon:. mat seemed appmpndte in
re-1950s.are 'mt acceplable in the 1970s,
-he-.says; zand _ ke doesn’t.cwant. Lo be

ROOOH G0 3TOD0A-31990 standards: for

things done—or not done—in 1976.
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Books of The Times

= The Unmaking ofa S5y

* By RICHARD R. LINGEMAN | -

INSIDE THE COMPANY. -CIA Diary. B Philip
... Agee. 540 pages.
Company. $3.95. .

Philip Agee’s “Inside ‘the Company” is
‘not a -diary of nearly 10 years with the

Centra! Intelligerice Agency, as the subtitle’ .
might suggest. As he explains in the .

-foreword, the diary form-is a device to
organize his material. What Mr. Agee

has done :is to reconstruct the events -

he experienced from memory and supple-
mental research. Thus the book is more
history than diary, with large chunks of
‘material on the political, social .and eco-
nomic backgrounds for events he observed
as an operations officer in Ecuador, Uru-:
guay and Mexico from 1960 through 1968.
* Thé book was first published in Britain
to'avoid the kind of C.LA. censorship that
shredded parts "of Victor Marchetti and
-John D. Marks’s.“The CIA and the Cult of
Intelligence.” Its' most valuable purpose is
that of exposure, with Mr. Agee playing
the “whist’e-blower” who brings heretofore.
secret information into the light of public
revelation. Although previous “outside”
_reporting on the C.ILA. has given us a
pretty good idea-of how the agency plies
4qts sub rosa trade, we have never before
had such a detailed account of its opera-

. jtions written by an insider, albeit a rela-

tively low-level one whose service was
limited to Latin America. :

5 -Open Window on a Secret World .

Circumscribed as Mr. ‘Agee’s vantdge
"point is, it nonetheless throws ‘open -a
'window on much of -the C.LA's .secret
world, and it is doubtful that the dgency’s
‘ methods elsewhere differ much from-the
ones Mr. Agee describes. In his ‘eagerness
fto tell all, however, he almost swamps
the reader at the outset while describing
his preliminary - training at the C.ILA.
* school at Camp Peary, Va. Here the “diary”
“reads like a digest of CLA. training man-

¢ uals or even a Soviet secrét dgency confec- -
. . help, there was no incentive for reform.

i ‘tion. .

\ 1t is when Mr. Agee moves on to his
first assignment:in Ecuador that the story
“loses its textbook gquality -and- gains.in

authority. Here again, he leads off with .

. what seems to be the. entire file drawer
as he describes' the ‘mission of the Quito
- “station,”, the political situation in Ecua-
dor, all .the various pending -cases and
- even the cryptonyms of various informers
-—as well as their real names when he
t can remember them. This background is
-useful, though, because it sets-the stage
for Mr. Agee's description of what he
" and his colleagues did: In Ecuador—and
the countries where Mr. Agee subsequently
~ served—the C.I.A, mounted an aggressive,
. sometimes highly effective campaign of
countersubversion against leftist groups.

If it did not control-the country’s destiny, -

“'jt certainly amended the political scenario
in significant ways. :
The book reports wide penetraticn of
 Ecuadorian life—the Government, the po-
lice, labor, left wing, right wing-~even the

world Assembly of Youth, an “umbrella”

" organization embracing, among other

groups, the Boy

'K
iy

t

i

Stonehill - Publishing *

Scouts and the Junior

Red Cross. {One is touched to read that-
when the . station chief was transferred, :
a ‘local civic group gave him a medal.
“in recognition of his work with youth
and sports groups in Quitc.”) The book’
goes on: o I

Not content merely to inform the police
of the whereabouts of a guerrilla band,
the Quito station also persuaded them
to exaggerate the number of guerrillas,
still operating when the arrests were an-
nounced to the press. Forged documents
were planted on leftists by compliant.
police, who then leaked their “discovery”
to the newspapers, Numerous propaganda
campaigns were concocted and financed;
militant-action groups were formed to pro-
voke anti-Communist crackdowns; an unre-
mitting campaign to force the Government .
to break off -diplomatic relations with
Ciuba was carried out~—all these in addition
‘to’ “normal” intelligence gathering. There-
were no coups -or bought elections but
nonetheless Ecuador’ was Chile written

_smail—or rather Chile on-an annual budget ,

of $500,000, which was all the Quito
station had to play with. .
" We tend to think overmuch of C.LA.
‘bungles; what Mr. Agee's book shows
is that, left to itself, the organization is
frequently ail too. effective. The trouble
‘is that the means determine the ends,
and ‘the ends, in the sense of larger
moral and policy consequences, are lost:
'sight of. Mr. Agee’s own -disillusionment .
came when he began to assess these’
Jarger implications. He concluded that the
‘agency was playing a powerful yet largely:
negative -role as defender of a corrupt,
exploitative status quo. Not only the
CIA’s activities in South America, but
also other military and internal-security
aid programs, merely shored up the-
ruling minority—the 5 .per cent con-

" trolling over one-third of the wealth—by

guaranteeing law and order. Once protest
(read, the left) was silenced, with C.LA."

-

An Arguable Conclusion . -

It is here that the diary becomes a’
political document. Mr. Agee’s analysis
of South American conditions is informa-
tive; his conclusion that only . revolution
(presumably of the Cuban type) can end
gross economic inequities is certainly ar-
guable. o
Yet as an account of Mr. Agee’s conver-
sion “Inside the Company” falls rather
flat; deep introspection is lacking, and
the convert seems to have made a rather
abrupt flip-flop from amoral C.LA. techni-
¢ian to knee-jerk Marxist-Leninist. “So-
when he tries to assess the meaning of i
the C.I.A. in terms of- his newfound faith,:
Mr. Agee falls into a ritualistic denuncia-,
tion of it as the inevitable “secret police
of capitalism.” The C.LA. is a tcol—and
‘one that occasionally slips out of control
—of American foreign pclicy and especialiy -
the President and. that is something else—

something more complicated and ambigu-.

ous yet also, at least potentially, more *
controllable by public opinion in convinc-
_ing and disturbing detail. .

=
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INSIDE THE COMPANY:

CIA DIARY

by PHILIP AGEE L
640 pages. Stonehill, $9.95,

The Rockefeller Comniission report
detailed its transgressions. Two congres-
§iona1 investigations are probing its

. involvément in assassination plots and
domestic spying. The press keeps pro-
ducing fresh disclosures. With all this
going on, the ClA looks less like a clan-
destine fraternity and more like an open
society. New sensations wouid seem im-
possible to find, and few, if any, are con-
tained in the Iiatsst CIA exposé by for-
mer Agent Philip Azee. His beok, Inside
122 Company, is a sheaf of accusations
and recollections that can no longer as-
tonish a werld grown familiar with the
vagaries of secret services. Nevertheless,
.Agee’s tales are worth attention, less for
their shock value than for the descrip-
tions of a subterrarean arena.

If ever the CIA racruited a candi-
date of uncompromising devotion, Agee
sezmed to be the man. When he joined
“the Company” fresh out of No-, -
tre Dame in 1956, the graduate ex- :
perienced an epiphany atop the
Washington Monument. In 2 so- |
liloquy straight out of a Loyalty !
Day pageant, Agee claims to have |
sworn, “T'll be a warrior against ;
Commuinist subversive erosion of ;
freedom and personal liberties :
around the world—a patriot ded-
icated to the preservation of my . ~
country and our way of life.” - :

Under the curious cover name ;
of Jeremy S. Hodapp, Agee was :
assigned to the U.S. embassy in
Quito, Ecuador, and then in Mon- |
tevideo, Uruguay. Hodapp's good |
works later made him aide to the |

-US. ambassador in Mexico. As :
described by Agee, the CIA’s pen- !
etration of these South American |
nations was so thorough that it be- |
came a silent partner in the gov- |
ernments. Mexican authorities co- .
operated with the CIA tosuchan !
extent that the Company could-.
tap 40 key telephone lines.
~ Using agents to tap phones and pen-
etrate the Ecuadorian Communist party,
Agee & Co. worked out an elaborate ruse
to discredit a leftist named Antonio Flo-
_res Benitez. They concocted a report in
the name of Flores, depicting him as a
violent revolutionary. The paper was se-
creted in a tube of toothpaste. One of
the agents at the airport then concealed
the tube up his sleeve and let it fall out
‘while examining Flores’ luggage. When
the document was “discovered,” the en-
suing uproar in the press heiped discred-
it the government.

Comely Agent. A military junta
took over, much to Agee's satisfaction.
Still he kept close‘tabs on the generals.
The mistress of one of his agents. was
}he gfﬁcial stenographer for Cabinet

- meetings; Agee was privy to transcripts
before the new governors. The CIA con-
centrated heavily on discovering the se-
crets of Cubans, Soviets and satellites.
Agents installed eavesdropping bugs in
apartments. Lip readers studied films
taken of Soviet officials strolling in their
embassy gardens. If the subtle approach
failed, the Company happily played the
role of pimp for overamerous Soviet of-
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ficials. One was lured into bed by a
comely agent, where his performance
-——said to be remarkable—was photo-
graphed and recorded for possible fu-
ture use.
.In 2 scene reminiscent of the Wa-
tergate bungle, Agee kept watch one
night, walkie-taikie in hand, while two
technicians and an engmeer tried to bug
the Czech legation in Ecuador. The
agents were caught in the act by four
guards. The fast-talking engineer saved
the day by taking the guards aside to
allay their curiosity while the techni-
cians furiously npped out installations.
The encounter is one of the few
memorable passages in a book stuffed
with detail. Indeed, Agee includes so -
many facts and names that the book has
two glossaries, one for.the cast of char--
acters, another for organizations—as if
the reader were wading through War ;
and Peace. Perhaps,inasense, heis. The °
events in Inside the Company are a mat-
ter of life and death; below their flat
prose there moves a complex universe of -
nauonal intrigue and human paradox
“The greatest paradox is Agee him- | P
self; his conversion. is never fully ex~
plained. The .superpatriot sunply i
decides one day that he has teen.
on the wrong suie all along: the-
good guys were the revolutionar-
ies. “The CIA,” he writes with:
pious hindsight, “is nothing more
than the secret police of American
capitalism, plugging up leaks in
the political dam night and day:.
so that shareholders of U.S. com-
" panies operating in poor coun--
tries can continue enjoying their
rip_o -’!
With his new ‘vision as a.
Marxist socialist, .Agee quit the
CIA in 1969 and wrote his book
abroad while bugged and hound- .
ed, he claims, by Company agents.
Agee profited from the experience
of Victor Marchetti, another dis-
illusioned C1A agent and co-author
of The CIA and the Cult of In- .
telligence. When Marchetti set out.
to publish his exposé in the US,,
the CIA took him to court and scis~
sored out 168 passages. To avoid .

this fate, Agee first published his
K 1n Britain. Once it was out, and a

bestseller, the CIA decided to make no at- -~

tempt at censorship in the U.S.

. Although the CIA also refuses com-
ment on the book’s accuracy, indepen-
dent intelligence experts, unable to
vouch for details, think most of it rings
true—a fact that should shock only the
naive. In a world full of other intelli-
gence agencies and dirty tricks, a good:
deal of the CIA’s work may be defended
“as useful and even necessary.

- The most volatile aspect of this ana
gry volume remains the author’s mdxs-
cretion: he has blown the cover of hun-:
dreds of CIA men and Latin American

agents. Agee took the step to discredit.
and cripple the CIA, surely knowing he-
was threatening the lives of these men ~
and women. The ex-agent, who now:

lives on the Cornish coast in England,
" blandly claims that“as far as [ know, no
one has been endangered as a result.”

The CIA will not reveal what has hap--

pened to the people named by its former
employee, but it is known that the Com-

pany has changed its operations in Latin

America. Agee hit home—and hard.

With some justificati ??ﬂ‘ i
the Company now bi FH; ca %? Rel

= James Alwaler '

first defector.”

. so that their presence . . .

" “The New York Times Book Review/August 3, 1975
Is there a sceret pohce of American capztal:sm ?

Inszde the Company

CIA Diary.
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By Phll(p,Agee‘
629 pp. New Yorh: .
- *:tonemzL $9.95. s

By WALTER PINCUS

1t almost takes the stamina and
interest of a Soviet spy to get through

~ Philip Agee's attempt to relate every-

‘thing he knew and did - during  his
‘12 years as a Central Intelligence
Agency operations officer—his selec-
~tion, training and assignments in Ecua-

_dor, Uruguay and Mexico in the 1960’s,

and his final disillusionment and resig-
nation at the end of 1969. Too bad
“Inside. the Company” is such a task
to - read, because there is important
information buried in its 600. or so
pages that the general American public
should understand, particularly with
‘today’s debate over the past and future
roles of the C.LA.

Agee, however wants h|s book to
be more than just an exposé for
his readers. He wants ta. convince
them that “the C.LA. after all, is
nething_more than - the secret police
of American capitalism, plugging up
leaks in the political dam, night and
day, so that shareholders of United
States companies operating in poor
‘countries can continue enjoying the
rip-off.” To. support this thesis, the
book is weighed down with polemics
which Agee thinks of as “the more.
difficult political and economic reali-
ties that give the fcovert C.I A ] opera-
tions meaning.”

To my way of -thinking they don’t.
Instead they offer a distorted plctu[e
of many ugly and -often unnecessary
attempts by United States agents to
manipulate politically unstable Latin
American countries. According to

Agee, the Americans are always one- |

dimensional operatives, their indige-
nous agents pliant and inoney-seeking:
no one on that side acts for noble
or even patriotic reasons. The political
and economc “realities” in Agee's
world also never seem ‘to include:
disruptive acts by Cuban ‘or Soviet
agents, though bombings, strikes and
guerrilla warfare were being promoted
by their Communist agents. I don’t
believe such actions justified the total
C.I.A. interventionist response, but by
leaving them out Agee defeats his
overall purposes.

Agee also sees his book as a means
to “neutralize the C.I.LA's support to
repression” in third world countries—
an objective he hopes to accomplish
by exposing names of Agency “officers
becomes
untenable.” The close attachments de-
veloped between C.LA. and host coun-

try police and intelligence organiza- -

tions has always been a scandal; it
is a United States national policy
followe:i just ‘as conscientiously by

"abroad. If Age€ limited his nammg
names to those in the police end
of things it would be understandable.
He does not. Page after page of C.LA."
covert operations—intelligence gather-
ing as well -as political action—are
-listed along with the names of
Americans directing them and the hun-
dreds of Ecuadorian, Uruguayan, Mexi-
can and other nationals who have
served as_paid or unpaid C.IL'A. agents.
There are so many indiviuals named -
along with their cryptonyms and pseu-.
donyms that two full appendices.are
devoted to explaining them. When

Agee was in agent-training he found

the use of acronyms “rather complicat-
ed” and “confusing.” His own use
of names and cryptonyms is no less
confusing to readers who dont plan
to become agents. :

- This torrent of names, however, .

raises a question about some of Agee's
sources and the purpose of his book.
In a recent Playboy interview, Agee
said that “I had no notes from my’
C.LA. days; I had to find contemporary
sources to refresh my memory, so
1 could reconstruct events.” In a 15-
page section early in the book, Agee
lists some 24 covert C.I.A. operations
which he said were under way in Ecua-
dor - in December,-1960, when he was
first assigned there. He not only lists
the operations but also the real names
and cryptonyms of 34 Ecuadorians.
whom he identifies-as C.L.A. agents
working on these operations.

It is hard to believe. a man without
notes could sit down 12 years later:
and fecall from" memory that many
agents’ names or reconstruct intel-
ligence operations without any assist-
ance from individuals who themselves
had been collecting that very same
information. Thus it seems likely that
during Agee’s 1971 trip to Havana
for recearch, the ‘“considerable mate-
rial” hz found there wus of this intel-
ligence variety. Both Agee and Cuban’
intelligence have, in a sense, an identi-
cal goal—to disrupt C.LA.. activitics
in Latin Amerca, Agee's book certain-.
ly has done that, though any major
public response apparently will come
only with a Spanish edition of the.
book. '

Once the American reader gets
over the twin hurdles of Marxian

polemics and exposure for destruc-
tion’s sake, the book has real rewards.
It describes how the C.LA. functioned -
in Ecuador and Uruguay between 1961
and 1966 far beyond any pownt of
public or. even Congressional under-
standing of the intelligence agency’s
missicn. True, Presidents Kennedy and
Johnson had declared that Cuba’s Cas-
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President did not say was that he
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'ha;l directed the C.ILA. to fight back,
_using covert methods. In short, the

United States was expotting counter-
revolution,

_ As Agee puts it, when he arrived
in Quite in December, 1960, the Ecua-
dor C.LA, station’s basic . campaign
‘was “‘to promote a break in diplomatic
‘relations between Ecuador and Cuba.”
To support that effort, according to
Agee, the C.LA. financed anti-Castro
‘political candidates and even gave:
‘money to those running for office
in labor union and university student
government organizations if they were
‘anti-Castro. Through Equadorian po-"
lice the Agency arranged for the bug-
ging of pro-Castro leaders and even
directed C.I.A.-paid surveillance teams-
to follow specific individuals both in-
side and outside leftist organizations.
False documents were placed in news-
papers through a respected newsman
who Agee says was a paid C.IA. agent.

The agency alse apparently con-
trolled a hemisphere-wide news ser-
-vice and used it to circulate misinfor-
mation to aid in the anti-Cuban pro-
‘gram. At one point, Agee describes
how one pro-Castro individual was
‘framed when a phony report was
slipped into a toothpaste tube and
planted” on him so that it would:
be “discovered” when he returned
to Quito from Cuba. Since there were
ne Soviets in Ecuador——there were
no diplomatic relations between the
two countries then—agency attention
focused almost entirely on the Cubans
‘and the .inherent instability of the
country’s own politicians. Inevitably,
American money and attention became
a major factor in Ecuadorian politics.

In Uruguay, Agee describes only
a.slightly different atmosphere. There

NEWNS; Greenville; S. Co.

/

the urg g, ~ " ement in Uru-

. Buayan | ';ﬁtgtal ;,,,o\:e":nd student
affairs ke second place to
Penetratiy efforts against the Soviet
MISSION g the . active, indigenous
Communisn,my_ stili, the C.LA. with,
2 larger coyiement of operations
officers was ), 1o help manipulate
both governmutal and non-govern-
mental Organiztions, even to the ex-
tent of forcing oyt a North Korean
trade mission in petyrn for a favor
done for a police official, - o

One can understand the C.LA. re-.
Cruiting agents to penetrate local Com-
munist organizations and gain secrets

from Soviet and Communist bloc em-
bassy and intelligence personnel. That
is part of a long-standing spy game
that has always. gone on between
sovereign countries, What is less un-
derstandable and highly questionable
is. the drive for C.I.A. agents inside
a  non-Communist, essentially pro-
Uniiod Etates government and within

goverrmental, national organiza-
tions operating in third world coun-
tries. All this goes on while the United
States has fuliy -staffec embassies with
an ambassador and trained State De-
partment officers who supposedly are
reporting on the véry areas C.LA.
is manipulating, : ’

The recent report of the Rockefeller

Commission on C.I.A. activities within
the United States, like “Inside the
Company,” concentrates on the agen-
cy’s' covert political action. Like Agee,
the-Commission describes surveillances,
but they are of American newsmen in

Washington;. it talks of wiretaps, but.

they are of Americans phoning interna-
tional narcotics dealers; it tells of infil-
tration of nongovernmental groups but

they are Women’s Strike for Peace, the_

Congress of Racial Equality and otheys.
Unintentionally perhaps, the Commis-
sion’s report gives us an Orwellian
clue on how C.LA. got to this state
of affairs. One footnote describes far-
mer CLA. director Richard Helms ex-
plaining that to “monitor” a group
was to attend a public meeting, to hear
and report on what others heard; to
“infiltrate” a group was to join it, to
appear to support its aims but only as
cover to collect more information;
‘to “penetrate” was to gain a position
of leadership or direct a group’s poli-
cies or actions. For Helms and his
agency the progression from foreign
targets to domestic targets, from gath-
ering to directing, was simple. It should
not have been. - :

Throughout Agee’s book runs a cur-
rent that pervades government today
—the vunflagging growth of bureau-
cratic organizations. The deputy direc-
tor of C.I.A. covert activities places a
friend in Uruguay and the station
has to develop tasks for him to per-
ferm. The station chief is dissatisfied
with the number of penetration agents
and constantly demands more. Compe-
tition develops to achieve results at
any cost, not because the goal is .
important but because of what it
means in terms of promotion  and
the next assignment. L

Agee’s book, weakened by its ques-
tionable motives and slanted as it
is, still remains powerful enough to .
demand further Presidential and Con-
gressional review of currently basic
C.LAT operations overseas. There is
a line that can be drawn between
covert intelligence gathering and unde-
clared covert political warfare. The
former is acceptable where needed;
the latter is not. " B ’ )

10 July 1975 . . : : - v -
.. 1."Befla Gets A Dose’ = 7,

other citizens and above the: = connection”with a congres-
law which commands the! sional campaign. That would
- . "CIA to check up on foreign, have endangered the life of
stand up-to Congressperson (oo oo™ R 00107 .7y theagent. | .. i
Bella Abzug and some of her ~ ZUTIFTRORT L o ety Hh€ Agent.

left-wing associates at a ““The CIA has en aged in:

.hegr_mg _tbe ‘-’-“?e‘? day. . ¥ guestionable ac%ivities,'}
which have to be stopped.|
But it is essential for the se-!
curity and welfare -of -all,
Americans that it continue to'
keep tab on-all_ activities
which bave' connections with
foreign. operations,. and that
includes activities of quite a
few members of Congress.

=y Itwwas delightful -to watch
William Colby- of the CIA.
- Colby seems to be doing a
_pretty good job of correcting
the. CIA’s . operations to pre-
vent ‘abuses “which occurred
in the past."And it’s good to
see him- hold his ground
against. people, like Bella,
who want to destroy the CIA..

: Bellowing Bella was com-
plaining as usual because
the CIA had kept files on
some members of Congress,
including her, in cases in-
volving overseas connections.
Bella thinks that.isn’t crick-
et Tl Congresswoman Abzug. is
free with her mouth and
quick to abuse anyone she
pleases. It’s high time some-
body gave the old bat her
comeuppance, ... - . ...

* But Colby put it in_the ’ 't to
P Wt Colby also was correct to

right perspective. Why, he!
wanted- to know, should Bella:
and other members of Con-!
gress be immune from. scru-|
tiny. in security and foreign}
operations instances when ali
other. Americans are not‘
immune? .. ..
" In other words, does Rep.;
Abzug consider herself abovey

refuse Bella’s -demand that
‘he expose a CIA agent, now
overseas, for activities in

St i
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Aﬁees Book
(As Yet) Unhanned

BY ALFXAND&,R COCKBURN

Halfway through **The CIA and the Cuit of |

Intelligence™

it actually delivered) Victor Marchetti and
John D. Marks report what they term “a
‘master stroke” by Richard Helms. In 1967
they-say that Helms authorized the *“‘pre-
‘paration of an official secret history of the
CI& and its clandestine activities.”” The
master stroke, in their estimation, was the
fact that CIA veterans could contentedly
spout’ their recollections straight into the
confidential archives, and spend the end of
their careers profitabiy in this activity in-

e™ (a book, by the way, which I
always thought promised slightly more than |

. stead of approaching publishers with poten-

tially damaging exposes. Thus, as the CIA

slips into its period of declxne this hidden :
spool of memory slowly continues to unwind ;

in the- darkness—a covert history presum-]
ably just as untrustworthy as all other
claims ever publicly advanced by the
"agency.

The trouble with most books pubhshed
‘about the ClA—as the “‘invisible govern-
ment” or whatever—is that they tend to
infiate the achievements and powers of the
'agency. People once had the same sort of
mystique about the British Secret Service—a
deeply inefficiert outfit whose best-known
achievernent was to have nourished in its
rarks a truly firstclass spy for the other
. side—viz.. Kim Phiiby. But no hook on the
-CIA devoted to reporting how inefficient it
has been could ever presume to sell many

cepies, any more than a volume on that other

largely illusory Big Brother, the Mafia,:
‘would do well by belittling its allegedly:
‘awesome powers. One assumes the same.
"rationale is guiding the composition of the
Secret History compiled on Helms's orders. |
"In the meantime the best partial secret:

history we havs is that written by a former:
Phiiip Agee, pubiished last-

CIA officer,
,wintar in Londen by Penguin Books and
available iz Great Britain and Canada.

It is not yet available in the United States.
No ‘less than three publishing houses—

Straight Arrow, Simon & Schuster, and.

Warner Paperback—have been dissuaded

from publishing it by the prospect of inter-‘_
minable legal hassling and expense. Cur-

rently we are promised an edition shortly
from Stonehill Books (to be distributed by

Braziller), but it remains to be seen whether .

this project—in-the face of Colby's stated

determination to avert its publication—will

ever see the light of dav.

In Great Britain, Agee's book, *‘Inside the

-Company : CIA Diary,"” has enjoyed a large :

and rapid sale. It seems unlikely, in the wake
of tecent changes at Penguin, that the

edition will ever be reprinted—but the sur-

prising fact is that this matter-of-fact, oiten.

pedantic diary of 630 pages, has met with

suzh an enthusiastipputved ForeRedea

CIA AS WHITE-COLLAR MAFIA

‘Colby should take heart at these
accolades, and make plans swiftly to
publish “'Inside the Company" in this
country, through one of the publish-
ing houses with which the agency
still maintains friendly relations.
The fact is that in its current
baroque and decadent phase the CIA

- opetation, it is hard to see why the

* U.S.A. jought to display,at least a

could use the publicity. The way

things are going, it 100ks as though'
the agency, in order to survive public
cynicism and disenchantment, will

" be the first secrel’service in history

finding it tactically necessary to
conduct all its operations-in public.
We may, in this context, look eagerly
forward to Congressional hearings
sometime later this year on CIA
appropriations for the overthrow of
_the present regime in Bortugal:

Congressman: ‘“And how, Mr.
.Colbv do you propose to subvert the
Armed Forces Movement?”

Colby: *‘Oh, by time-honored tech-
niques. Infiltration of the labor:
movement, somg well-placed bribes :
for high-ups in the Social Democratic
party. 1 suppose I ought not be-
saying this but Mario Soares has
been on our payroll for some
time.” .

Congressman: “Any plans for as~
sassinations, that sort of thing?”

Colby: “Now let me make it quxte
clear that we—the agency, that is—
‘have not initiated any discussion of :
assassination. ] have here a National |
Security Council . memorandum
dated July 10, 1975, quite plainly
showing that Secretary of State Kis-
singer recommended that we con-
sider the idea. You have in front of
you the budgetary estimate for the
job. Around $3 million, I think it
says, and if you figure this sum in
constant dollars, discounting infla-
tionary factors, you will find that it
only represents an investment of}
about $1.9 million by 1960 indices.”!

Congressman: “We'll come bad\t
to that. Now, about your plan to!
compromise Berlinguer. . . ."” :

Of course, Kissinger has been
going around lately saying that
disclosures about the CIA in the
process have prevented any efficient
clandestine response to political de-

velopments in Portugal. This merely:
reflects the secretary’s own manic
obsession with secrecy. Since every-
, one expects the Uniled States to try
and overthrow the present regime;
.and since, should such an event
. oceur, everyone will assume that the
. United States had a part in the

CIA does not just get on with the job.
The argument used to be that the

. nominal addiction to the democratic

" This, in 1975, is a feeble argument.'
Every child can now lisp the litany of
“covert” victories—from Guatema-
1a, through Indonesia, to the business
in Chile. The age of illusion is over,
and a tincture of realism now with
us. In this era there is no place for
the quasi-secret outfit thrown up on
the beach of the Cold War.

And, of course, once the CIA be-
comes a body tfuly accountable to
Congress and amenable to thorough-
going inspection, investigators can
probe for details truly exciting to the
American people—-vhich are not
whether the agency tried to shoot
Castrd, which many people assumed

anyway—but geod  oid faal’uoned
corruption. Only this week, for ex-

. ample, it has teen disclosed that’
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